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Dear Howard, 



»*e may be ebout to be snov/ed in end ± am snowed under with otner woJc 
^ ®ust do immediately, in entirely different nrees. however, your correspondence 
wita Mistier is important, so x respond is haste. I'll reed the /lock N.O. and 
562 ^ 4 memos wuen x have a few freer moments. 

*our note to Dick and me on F, 12/17: Well ns you understand Finck, y 
you nonetheless underestimate him end hie survival instinct, which exerted the 
strongest influence d?spite his incredible dishonesties, one interpretation that 
hit mo imueuittely, re "I did not see a wound of exit et that time" is that he 
later saw it. Else r/hy n et that time"? And be not only had five years to think 
bock over, but a number of official statements with ^.hich to coexist.... With his 
tortured w-rds, it is possible to read a lutsr.ally truthful meaning into, your 
words, his instistence he did not set* the wound described by tte . erkland doctoss 
... ,T hyV Because it was physically impossible, ha ving bean obliterated by the 
trechoestomy. To mo, ea l f ve indicated in correspondence to Dick if not to you, the 
key think after the trach. remained the skin, and that had to shov; something to 
the eye, especially if it did to tue camera. In fact, as I recall it iielpern goes 
ir.to this, saying it should nave be/n possible to draw the aking together an :1 it 
should uave been done one it should novo shown tue hole Terry described. 

Yinck NO 147: oil copies flawed at top. 

1E17 to us both: 1 do not recall whether you s^nt mo your Frazier notes. 
Ko time to check now. 
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I h^ve two prints mode from tne negative. I’ve told Dick what hardened, 
so h« h«s no urgent no d for their print, and this is so culpeblo 1 think by fer 
the most important, thing is building a record of it. You d^ not keep in mind ^hst 
you must, that 1 expect to be suing over this sort of thing, end o court record has 
certain importances, values and capabilities no book has. This is also true of some 
of my -tiler work. You told . isher more then he told you, but you didn’t atop to 
think of thot • Dovhera except in my limited editions, which you read, were toe 
things about waicu you .ueationea uim. instead of asking question to which uu could 
moke response you indulged a deslrw to clobber aim. You did, but that is not now 
constructive and ycu atve prepared him in tue event he is subpenaeu es a witness, 
iou must stop and taink more* End 1 wanted answer to those nueet-lons from fisher. I'd 
he vo written aim u^r] taem for the book. Tnat is uuter over the bfcidge, but you 
must learn, • specially because you are young end these things tsnd to become habits, 
to respect the rights of others to their own materials and never, in any wey, use 
poy of it without their agreement. K tried to explain this to you when I flowed you 
thos^ books. Let me add wliot is for your knov/ledgo end understanding only, not even 
for correspondence with anyone else. Fisher v;bb the ramrod on thet operation. He 
even 7/hipned the DJ lawyers into line whc-in they do'-btei what he wos doing. I cannot, 
tell you why, but 1 do ensure you this wag the o$se. I know he did thin go not in 
the* panel report, You night want to esk yourself whether writing the other memlD rs 
is not only to elert them but elso to intimidate toera, saying ycur names ere on this 
eleo, etc. .. .Thanks for the offer of making o ne£iii1rwo f but Y ua ge you end Dick to 
keep after them, es 1 have, on this. Heramraber, their claim to tte right to deny 
eccees is protection of the evidence. Make a firm record of thfcir net doing it. /aid 
please send me copies of anything they write. If the cuestion how do you know about 
it comes up, ick told you. They sre capable of adding two end .dc, but let’s not 
do it for them. 

1’our 12/16 to mes l 1 11 draft a letter to F for you zn^ enclose it. Do 
hot try and crar everything. Let him beg off, if thet is hi E cop-<put, .-nd then 
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we f U have one with a return receipt attached, for e record for him to survive. 

And live with. Do not make the mistake of thinking he didn’t know what he was 
doinr i&on ho did it. Therefore, expect no easy meo culpas, not with hia position 
and rep, not with what he did. Remember also he has heard from others th*n you 
end he ia shaking. 3g vaa finck. 9 

^on are, I believe, uite wrong is saying the "key observation’* is that 
having to do with the kind of bullet. The key is the prupose of an autopsy. Forgot 
about t^e perjury of xue autopsy aoctors tuet 1 charge in H4II1, knows it and 
knew it when he wrote tno panel report. Stick to what can produce something. Do 
not belabor him needlessly if you expect response, ne is now in a position where he 
may answer some nuastioos, including whet may be of use to us in court, ills refusal 
to mey also h>, ve v*lue. And make it so ne cen:.ot say he hasn't time. This is e valid 
excuse for s busy man, and he Is s busy non. 

Deer Dr Fisher, 

1 do not know what you ’’cell nit picking at the deteils”, as you 
put it in your letter of the 12th. 1 do egree taat tuu important thing, from your 
sane sentence, is ’the validity of the ultimate go nclusione” end whether or not, 
in feet, these ere "altered by variance in minor details”. 

-‘tan my understanding that the essence of your calling is vhat to others 
may he minor deteils • ;he Question is v.hat- is minor. And, may I suggest, just 
who has TT mi Jled” the public and how. 

i'ou better then ± knov. the purposes or an autopsy in a crime of violence, 
t i not alone to discover how the victim died. His also to establish, to the 
degree possible, who committed the crime, ft there is to say not enough to say es 
you do. The bullet? did come from behind end above end that is the key observe tion" • 

If tuht bullet came from ‘behind end above” is such l raenr.or ub to preclude its Leving 
Come from the el leged sniper’s neet, that mesne the official solution to the crit® 
is entirely wrong. If it. was ceused by e bullet other than the one alleged, then the 
seme is true of my comment. 3o, 1 ask you to assure me that the wound of entry could 
have been appro* irately four inches above the rear occipital protute ranee end the 
barren Report, in all its details relevant tn the proof Oswald was the murdered from 
the medical/balliatiCG evidence you either did or should have considered. I do not 
recall in your report rny citation of proof that the injuries, fatal and non- fa to 1, 
either were or couldhave been caused by the alleged ammunition, military bullets. 

This ia what is essential and the suppressed evidence bearing on it should have 
been available to you. I nm concerned having seen no refoicnceto it as one of 
your raw mate riels. 

non- fetal injury is alleged to have been caused by e bullet the 
of’i'icial history of wnihh permits virtually no fragmentation. Therefore, 1 should 
like to know how you can soy that you a) enfirmed the ara conclusions of tis barren 
©port and b) found fragments it either deposited or we h*ve even s more rdrplexing 
problem, accounting for them in any way at all. « 

Your P Bne ^ 8*ye it sew the wound in the front of the neck. How can you 
identify it as e wound rna not the result of the tracheostomy? 

^ ou SR y» ’ the size of the exit wounds” depends on a number of factors, 
includinr the extent ixxxktxto that the bullet has been deforced in passing through 
the tissues.” The also rerploxes me for this bullet was alleged recovered end is 
allegedly withour deformity. Also, the size of the wound observed in* Dells a Is bo 
smell that if the bullet was deformed, this hole could have b ecm ceus.ed by only e 
cmell fragment. And how can it hove been deformed if it struck: no bone, not -lug but 
soft tissue? 1 ; 






Without you eminent : ualificationo in your science, I ea disturbed at 
your use of tne words "nit picking" end"minor differences" when there is no reference 
in the Bitopey reports to the structure you report in the heud es 1 oia without 
ynur leaving it entirely unexplained. 1 must confess discomfort thst such eminent 
scientists sc you did not examine the brain or, if I recoil your report correctly, 
eny of the elides mode at the time of the auto sy. Are you without doubt, for ' 
example, that you saw rll of thorn, that oil are covered end adequately covered in 
the supplementary report? Are you also satisfied, in riew of tue certification 
+h " t the first draft cf the autopsy was burned, that you ssw oil existing original 
nntop, especially the contemporaneous ones mede by the doctors? /re you without 
diec'v^'vrt at the nature and extent of the changes in the holograph protocol? Are 
vou satisfied you saw everything, that- there is nothing in government possession 
v->u did rot see thrt could in eny wey he vo influenced your professional and expert 
opinions on M tue validity of the ultimate conclusions" and tne solution to the 
crime, ? * j ich meant* placing tue responsibility on the person who fired the fstol shot 
and wh ther cr not is is possible or probable there Wus more then « single shooter* 

x our rssponsibili ty is that of e scientific expert, end here you hr-ve the 
greatest tualifi cations. -.^ne are those of a writer. 1 want my finished work to be 
definitive, not to he subject to the criticism of "nit picking", but also not to 
leave hanging nuestiona that others might regard os deficiencies In my ^rr k. I do 
eppredete your o faring the opinion other l^ve engaged in what you cr\L 1 nit- 
riccing. _ am not & r, :i re. rf much writing in this special area, .tbc autopsy, not s^rlou 
writing, anyway, and I’d appreciate guidance from you on whet to avoid, what you as 
the eminent expert you ere do, os such bn expert, regard ee this kind of cavilling. 
Likevise, the other side, what writing you regard as solid and dependable. 

I think we are both aware tuat you die not reelly answer some of my 

questions. It is better that we hrve a common ground, and from your nuotad comments, 

1 think 1 cm toke it that on what you regard as the serious point you can and will 

help me be in e position t.o nave this pert of my writing other than quibbling. 1 

realise you are v busy men with many commitments, nowoveriji in accepting the esaign- 
:nent the panel you undertook the most serious obligations. I hope you will, 
therefore, find tile time to help resolve tuese nueetlons which I think require 
the answers of such experts as you. 
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toward, I’ve u*rj to do this twixt end tween other things, largely from 
recall of y^ur enclosures, head it carefully una be sure you agree. Do not. do this 
because 1 suggest it. Do it if you cen egree. I think you'll road what 1 have in 
mind. Jerboa you will agree. 13ut, without tto kind of retreat that would rlert 
him, keep after him in new areas, where the record is important, where it is not 
ju9t clobbering him, mu where he cannot tell you you are nit-picking. 

'h files are not subject to simple classi ficotions, which is why ± some- 
time « tell you where 1 p.m fill nr. These things fit. various subjects. //hat relates 
to tue lmmedii.tr foregoing I’m filing with the pjnel, the rest with TV, II, if you 
re Ter to it in e way tast requires ;ie to consult it. There are other things to wiled 
x nuat new return, other mail to get done now. Good luck. 
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